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REPORT 


OF THE 


ORGANIZATION 


OF THE 


AMERICAN ECONOMIC ASSOCIATION. 





The need of an association designed to promote independent 
economic inquiry and to disseminate economic knowledge 
was keenly felt long before any determined effort was made | 
to establish the desired organization. Suggestions looking to 
the formation of a society of economists were heard from time 
to time, but no active steps in this direction appear to have 
been taken before the spring of 1885, when it was agreed that 
the time was ripe for action, and it was determined to test the 
feelings in this matter of those who would be likely to prove 
helpful in associated scientific work in economics. The class 
of men required for this purpose was, it was believed, a large 
and constantly growing one. Men were wanted who were 
investigators, men, consequently, who did not believe that the 
entire range of economic knowledge had been compassed. It 
follows from this that it was not proposed to form a society of 
advocates of any political opinion or set of political opinions, 
as for example, free-trade or protection. It was not meant to 
deny that a free-trade club or a protectionist club might have 
its legitimate sphere, but it was held that this sphere lay out- 
side the realm of science. Likewise it was not aimed to form 
a society to champion any class interests, either of rich or of 
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poor, either of employer or of employé.. What was desired 
was a society which, free from all trammels, should seek truth 
from all sources, should be ready to give a respectful hearing 
to every new idea, and should shun no revelation of facts, but, 
on the contrary, should make the collection, classification and 
interpretation of facts its chief task. The ideal of this new 
society, as it presented itself to the minds of its projectors, 
was to seek light, to bear light, to diffuse light—ever the 
highest aim of all true science. 

A statement of the objects of the proposed association and a 
platform were drawn up, which, while intended to be merely 
provisional, would be calculated to attract those who believed 
in economic research, who thought that there was a great 
work to be done in economics, and who for other reasons 
might be able to work together profitably. This platform, it 
must be distinctly asserted, was never meant as a hard and 
fast creed which should be imposed on all members, and least 
. of all was it intended to restrict the freest investigation. 
The statement of objects and the proposed platform read as 
follows : 


OBJECTS OF THIS ASSOCIATION. 


I. The encouragement of economic research. 

II. The publication of economic monographs. 

III. The encouragement of perfect freedom in all economic 
discussion. 

IV. The establishment of a bureau of information designed 
to aid all members with friendly counsels in their economic 


studies. 


PLATFORM. 


1. We regard the state as an educational and ethical 
agency whose positive aid is an indispensable condition of 
human progress. While we recognize the necessity of indi- 
vidual initiative in industrial life, we hold that the doctrine 
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of laissez-faire is unsafe in politics and unsound in morals; 
and that it suggests an inadequate explanation of the relations 
between the state and the citizens. 

2. We do not accept the final statements which charac- 
terized the political economy of a past generation; for we 
believe that political economy is still in the first stages of its 
scientific development, and we look not so much to specula- 
tion as to an impartial study of actual conditions of economic 
life for the satisfactory accomplishment of that development. 
We seek the aid of statistics in the present, and of history in 
the past. 

3. We hold that the conflict of labor and capital has 
brought to the front a vast number of social problems whose 
solution is impossible without the united efforts of Church, 
state and science. 

4. In the study of the policy of government, especially 
with respect to restrictions on trade and to protection of 
domestic manufactures, we take no partisan attitude. We are 
convinced that one of the chief reasons why greater harmony 
has not been attained, is because economists have been too 
ready to assert themselves as advocates. We believe in a 
progressive development of economic conditions which must 
be met by corresponding changes of policy. 


A prospectus containing this statement and platform was 
sent to a majority of those interested in political economy in 
our colleges and met with a hearty response in nearly every 
quarter. While there were not wanting criticisms of some 
of the phrases, there was general approval of the aims of 
the projected American Economic Association, The follow- 
ing names may be mentioned among those who were con- 
sulted, and who favored the plan of such an association as 
has been described :—Professors Henry C. Adams, John B. 
Clark, Edwin R. A. Seligman, Alexander Johnston, Arthur 
Yager, Woodrow Wilson, G. B. Newcomb, James H. Can- 
field and Jesse Macy. General Walker was not in the 
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United States, but his sympathy with the general views of 
those whose names have been mentioned was well known. 
Indeed, it was no secret that these gentlemen had derived 
their scientific impulse largely from him ; and that his active 
support would be given was not for a moment doubted. 
Prominent clergymen who had observed the practical bearings 
of the science of political economy, and had come to see, with 
Arnold, that “a faulty political economy is the fruitful parent 
of crime,” promised their hearty co-operation from the start. 
Among them may be mentioned Rev. Dr. Lyman Abbott and 
Rev. Dr. Washington Gladden. Practical politics was repre- 
sented by men like Hon. Carroll D. Wright, Commissioner 
of Labor of the United States Bureau of Labor. 

The following extracts from letters received by the Secre- 
tary of this Association previous to the meeting for organiza- 
tion, will show the hearty welcome with which the proposed 
society was greeted. 

Dr. ALBERT SHAW, editor of the Minneapolis Tribune, 
wrote: “The time is ripe for the movement. ... It seems 
to me the society will be a decided success from the start.” 

Proressor Henry C. ApAms of Michigan expressed him- 
self as follows: “The more I think of the project you have 
set on foot, the more am I convinced that it is timely, and 
that the association may be made the centre of a marked 
influence upon economic thought.” 

Dx. WASHINGTON GLADDEN said : “I hope to co-operate 
in the organization of your society, in which I am deeply 
interested.” 

Proressor J. B. CLARK of Smith College wrote: “The 
plan proposed is quite in line with my views and wishes. I 
shall be glad to be counted in in such an organization.” 

Other extracts from letters are as follows :— 

Proressor J. W. Moncrier: “It will afford me pleasure 
and profit to be a member of such an association.” 

Proressor A. E. Rogers of State College, Maine: “I 
heartily endorse the platform and think that it furnishes a 
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good foundation on which to build; for surely the fact that 
our current economic doctrines (i. e., current in the class- 
room) find so little acceptance in the business and political 
world, indicates a defect somewhere, either in the premises or 
mode of reasoning.” 

Dr. Lyman Apport of the Christian Union: “I need 
hardly say that I am cordially ghad to see an organic effort 
made to develop a more Christian and, as I believe, a more 
truly scientific political economy. I shall be very glad to 
co-operate in any way in my power in promoting your plans 
and purposes.” 

Proressor E. B. ANDREws of Brown University : “The 
more I reflect upon it, the more I am satisfied that such an 
organization cannot but be productive of good.” 

PRESIDENT Wuirtt of Cornell: “I agree with you entirely 
that the laissez-faire theory is entirely inadequate to the needs 
of modern states. I agree, too, entirely with the idea that 
we must look not so much to speculation, as to an impartial 
study of actual conditions of economic life, ete. In fact I 
like your whole statement, and I hope to connect myself with 
your association after my return from Europe—probably next 
summer.” 

The idea of an association of economists was encouraged 
by the press of the country, as is sufficiently shown in the 
following interesting and suggestive extracts from articles in 
the Christian Union’ and Philadelphia Times.? While: these 
articles may in some particulars fail to present the views of 
members of the American Economic Association with per- 
fect accuracy, they at least exhibit a certain drift of public 
opinion. 





1 July 23, 1885. 
* August 20, 1885, 
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From the Christian Union. 
THE NEW POLITICAL ECONOMY. 


“ Political Economy has well been called the ‘dismal sci- 
ence ;’ it may also be called the unprofitable science. ‘ For 
my part,’ said Daniel Webster, ‘though I like the investiga- 
tion of particular question’, I give up what is called the sci- 
ence of political economy. There is no such science. There 
are no rules on these subjects so fixed and invariable that 
their aggregate constitutes a science. I believe I have recently 
run over twenty volumes, from Adam Smith to Professor 
Dew; and from the whole if I were to pick out with one 
hand all mere truisms, and with the other all doubtful propo- 
sitions, little would be left.’ 

“It has been palpably an unchristian science, for it has been 
avowedly organized selfishness. It is based on the assump- 
tion that the only motive for human action in trade and com- 
merce worth considering is the motive of self-interest. ‘Once 
place a man’s ear,’ says Lord Sherbrooke, ‘within the ring 
of pounds, shillings, and pence, and his conduct can be 
counted on to the greatest nicety. I do not, of course, mean 
that everybody really acts alike where money or money’s 
worth is concerned, but that the deviations from a line of con- 
duct which can be foreseen and predicted are so slight that 
they may practically be considered non-existent.’ No less 
was this political economy unscientific. It made no endeavor 
to ascertain how men actually do act; it only undertook to 
philosophize respecting the results, provided they acted in a 
certain assumed manner. ‘ Political economy,’ says one of 
the teachers of the old school, ‘in so far as it lays down gen- 
eral propositions, is a science of reason rather than a science 
of observation ; it has for its aim reasoned knowledge of the 
relations which flow from the nature of things.’ 

“There has recently sprung up in Germany, to which we 
owe so much, a new school of political economy, which is 
pursuing the inductive method, ascertaining how men act- 
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ually do act, gathering statistical and historical material, 
and educing the laws of human action from a wide observa- 
tion of phenomena, as the laws of nature have been educed 
since the days of Bacon. In this country this new school of 
political economy, which, because it is inductive and truly 
scientific, finds itself compelled to be Christian—since Christi- 
anity is the highest form of the science of human nature— 
has, as yet, not acquired the influence on public opinion which 
it is destined to wield in the near future. There are very 
few prominent daily or weekly newspapers which habitually 
recognize either Christian principle or extended, pains-taking 
observation in the treatment of industrial and sociological 
questions. There are, however, numerous young progressive 
men in our colleges who have cast off allegiance to the old 
political economy, and who propose to unite with others like- 
minded in the formation of an American economic associa- 
tion. Among these may be mentioned Professors Henry C. 
Adams, of Michigan and Cornell Universities; James H. 
Canfield, of the University of Kansas; J. B. Clark, of 
Amherst and Smith Colleges; R. T. Ely, of the Johns Hop- 
kins University ; Woodrow Wilson, of Bryn Mawr; Arthur 
Yager, of Georgetown, Ky.; W. W. Folwell, of the Univer- 
sity of Minnesota; Cooper, of Carleton College; G. Camp- 
bell, of Dartmouth, and others. President Andrew D. 
White has expressed sympathy with the movement, and it 
is hoped that he will lend his active aid upon his return from 
his year’s absence in Europe. The new President of Cornell 
University, Professor Charles K. Adams, likewise favors it, 
while Professor Alexander Johnston, of Princeton, wishes 
to be enrolled among the followers of the new political 
economy. 

“The pulpit in this, as in many other matters, has proved 
itself a leader, and although the preachers, burdened with the 
necessities of daily pastoral work, are not learned in this or 
other sciences as specialists, yet the pulpit discussions of the 
practical questions of the day are in this sense taking a leader- 
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ship—that they indicate the direction and trend of thought. 
With the exception of two or three men, it will be difficult 
to name any more advanced thinkers in the new school of 
political economy than Dr. A. H. Bradford, Dr. Washington 
Gladden, and Dr. Newman Smyth... . 

“ We are glad to be able to announce the existence of two 
organizations which promise to do much toward meeting this 
demand.' The first is the “Institute of American Civics.” 
Its object is to promote the study of politics rather than of 
political economy, but the two are so intimately interwoven as 
to be practically inseparable. The other organization, as we 
have intimated, is still in the process of formation. ... Its 
purpose is to promote by publication, agitation, mutual con- 
ference, and study, and thus accumulated observation and 
investigation, a new political economy which shall recognize 
in man some other and higher motive than that of self- 
interest ; which shall acknowledge the aphorism of Professor 
Ely, ‘From a purely scientific standpoint, we do not live for 
ourselves alone, but for one another as well as ourselves ;’ 
which by combination shall give character and dignity toa _ 
new science, liable without such combination to be ignored by 
the public as the vaporings or the idiosyncrasies of indivi- 
duals; which, in a word, shall aim forcibly and efficiently to 
meet and supply the demand which De Tocqueville has inter- 
preted: ‘A new science of politics is needed for a new world.’ 
The Christian Union gives hearty greeting and Godspeed to 
both these organizations.” 


From the Philadelphia Times, 


“The idea of the proposed association is to begin at the 
beginning, accepting nothing as indisputable, just because 
some great political economist said so. If the great political 
economist failed to prove it, so much the worse for the great 





1 That is “for a larger discussion and a better light.” 
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political economist. Free discussion and correspondence is to 
be welcomed, and no argument which contains a grain of 
sense is to be repudiated as worthless. Digests of the material 
collected are to be published from time to time, and conclu- 
sions that are indicated even from the start will not be hastily 
accepted, or accepted at all, until all the returns are in which 
can be expected of the current stage of civilization, and even 
then everything will be held provisionally. ... The scope of 
this enterprise is greater than that of any official Bureau of 
Labor Statistics can well be, because its operations will be less 
liable to interruption through a change of party supremacy 
or a failure of appropriations. It ought to do good.” 


It was finally decided to meet at Saratoga at the time of 
the annual meeting of the American Historical Association, 
which had been announced for September 8-11. This seemed 
desirable, as nearly all who wished to form the Economic 
Association belonged at the same time to the Historical Associ- 
ation. In response to a cali signed by Professors H. C. Adams, 
J. B. Clark and R. T. Ely, and read in a public meeting of 
the Historical Association, the following gentlemen, among 
others,’ met in the Bethesda Parish Building at four o’clock, 
September 8th, 1885, to take into consideration plans for the 
formation of an American Economic Association : 

Hon. Andrew D. White, President C. K. Adams, Pro- 
fessor H. C. Adams, Professor R. T. Ely, Professor E. J. 
James, Rev. Washington Gladden, Professor E. Benjamin 
Andrews, Rev. Samuel W. Dike, Professor J. B. Clark, Mr. 
V. B. Denslow, Professor Alexander Johnston, Dr. E. R. A. 
Seligman, Professor H. B. Adams, Mr. F. B. Sanborn, 
Miss Katharine Coman, Mr. Davis R. Dewey, Edward W. 
Bemis, Ph.D., Mr. John A. Porter, Clarence Bowen, Ph.D., 
Professor Herbert Tuttle, Hon. Eugene Schuyler. 





1A complete list was not kept, and the Secret ry is unable to remember 
all the names of those present. 
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Dr. James called the meeting to order and nominated 
Professor Henry C. Adams as temporary Chairman. Pro- 
fessor J. B. Clark then nominated Dr. R. T. Ely as tem- 
porary Secretary. These gentlemen were thereupon elected. 

Dr. Ety was then called upon to make a statement in 


regard to the purposes of the proposed association. 


STATEMENT OF DR. RICHARD T. ELY. 


After describing the events which had led to the meeting 
then being held, Dr. Ely continued as follows :—' 

One conclusion is undoubtedly warranted. The time is 
ripe for such an association. 

Passing over to the prospectus, it is scarcely necessary to 
say much about the first three “objects” of the association. 
We want to encourage research by the employment of all 
means at our command, and to publish monographs. This 
seems better than the publication of a journal of political 
and economic science, for the reason that it promises nothing 
which cannot be fulfilled. It is important to avoid anything 
which can prove a fiasco, always discouraging and likely to 
subject one to ridicule. It seems to me—and all consulted 
have been of the same opinion—that we ought by no means 
to attempt anything which will not in all probability prove a 
success. If we take one step at a time, we shall make satis- 
factory progress and I think in the end, rapid progress. The 
idea, then, is to publish matter worthy of publication as fast as 
we may be able to do so. If the series of monographs should 
in course of time grow naturally into a magazine, we could 
rejoice in a substantial success. 





7 It must be borne in mind that ‘this statement is simply the individual 
statement of Dr. Ely. It gives an expression of the aims of the associa- 
tion as they presented themselves to his mind. While some endorsed it all 
without reservation, others objected strongly to some of his views. The 
statement has never been accepted by the American Economic Association 
as an authoritative expression of its views and aims. 
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The fourth “object” contemplated in my opinion and I 
think in the opinion of others who assisted in formulating the 
“ objects ””—was merely advice to those throughout the coun- 
try who should join the association and desire to pursue 
economic studies systematically. This advice might be by 
means of printed lists of books to be read, accompanied by 
useful suggestions about profitable methods of study and 
research. But in the editorial about our movement in the 
Philadelphia Times of August 20th, I find an idea which may 
prove valuable. The writer of this editorial in question 
evidently supposed the intention was to establish a Bureau for 
the collection of statistical, social and economic material — 
“ Quellen-Material””—digests of which were to be published. 
The final paragraph of the article reads as follows: “The 
scope of this enterprise is greater than that of any official 
Bureau of Labor Statistics can well be, because its operations 
will be less liable to interruption through a change of party 
supremacy or a failure of appropriations.” 

This is ambitious but may it not prove practicable? Might 
we not gather together at some central point a mass of valua- 
ble material? The work indicated is, I think, somewhat simi- 
lar to that of the London Statistical Society, which has its 
own library, and it is such work that Professor Henry C. 
Adams suggests that we undertake. 

One aim of our association should be the education of pub- 
lic opinion in regard to economic questions and economic liter- 
ature. In no other science is there so much quackery and it 
must be our province to expose it and bring it into merited 
contempt. A review at each of our meetings of the economic 
works of the past year, if published in our proceedings, 
might help in the formation of enlightened judgment. 

Coming to the platform, a position is first of all taken in 
regard to the state, because it is thought necessary precisely 
at this time to emphasize its proper province. No one invited 
to join this association, certainly no one who has been active 
in calling this meeting, contemplates a form of pure social- 
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ism. “ We recognize the necessity of individual initiative.” 
We would do nothing to weaken individual attivity, but we 
hold that there are certain spheres of activity which do not 
belong to the individual, certain functions which the great 
co-operative society, called the state—must perform to keep 
the avenues open for those who would gain a livelihood by 
their own exertions. The avenues to wealth and preferment 
are continually blocked by the greed of combinations of men 
and by monopolists, and individual effort and initiative are 
thus discouraged. Two examples will suffice—You know 
that in the Western grazing regions water is often scarce, 
and those who control the streams virtually own the country. 
Now it is a notorious fact that unlawful combinations seize 
upon these streams and, keeping others from them, retain 
exclusive privileges which shut off effectually individual exer- 
tions on the part of those not in the ring. A second example 
is found in unjust discriminations in freight charges which 
have built up the fortunes of the favored, and ruined com- 
petitors. In looking over the field of economic life, it is evi- 
dent that there is a wide feeling of discouragement, repressing 
the activities of the individual, because the avenues to mate- 
rial well-being are so often blocked. Then there are things 
which individuals ought not to perform because the functions 
concerned are public; and in certain places the wastes of 
private competition are too enormous. There are, likewise, 
important things which individual effort is powerless to effect, 
e. g., the education of the masses, 

We hold that the doctrine of laissez-faire is unsafe in pol- 
itics and unsound in morals, and that it suggests an inade- 
quate explanation of the relations between the state and the 
citizens. In other words we believe in the existence of a 
system of social ethics ; we do not believe that any man lives 
for himself alone, nor yet do we believe social classes are 
devoid of mutual obligations corresponding to their infi- 
nitely varied inter-relations. All have duties as well as 
rights, and, as Emerson said several years ago, it is time we 
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neard more about duties and less about rights. We who have 
resolved to form an American Economic Association hope to do 
something towards the development of a system of social ethics. 

It is asked: what is meant by laissez-faire? It is dif- 
ficult to define laissez-faire categorically, because it is so absurd 
that its defenders can never be induced to say precisely what 
they mean. Yet it stands for a well-known, though rather 
vague set of ideas, to which appeal is made every day in the year 
by the bench, the bar, the newspapers and our legislative bodies. 
It means that government, the state, the people in their collec- 
tive capacity, ought not to interfere in industrial life ; that, 
on the contrary, free contract should regulate all the economic 
relations of life and public authority should simply enforce 
this, punish crime and preserve peace. It means that the 
laws of economic life are natural laws like those of physics 
and chemistry, and that this life must be left to the free play 
of natural forces. One adherent uses these words: “This 
industrial world is governed by natural laws... These 
laws are superior to man. Respect this providential order— 
let alone the work of God.” 

The platform then emphasizes the mission of the State and 
the mission of the individual in that State. To distinguish 
between the proper functions of the two must be one of the pur- 
poses of our association. 

The mission of the Church is likewise emphasized, and 
for this there is good reason which cannot, perhaps, be better 
stated than in the words of Professor Macy of Iowa College. 
I quote from a letter recently received from him : 


“The preacher, in an important sense, is to be the origi- 
nator of true social science; his work is to render possible 
such a science, 

“The physical scientist needs no preacher. There is an 
external material thing which compels belief. For the most 
part, men have no selfish interest in believing other than the 
truth in regard to the material world. Those who devote 

2 
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themselves to the study of matter are led naturally into a 
truth-loving and truth-telling spirit, and they car laugh at 
the preacher. But those who devote themselves to the study 
of the conflicting interests of men, have on their hands alto- 
gether a different task. There is no external material thing 
to solve their doubts, and men prefer to believe that which is 
not true; and when they believe the truth they often think it 
best to pretend to believe the false. Falsehood, deception, 
lying, and above all an honest and dogged belief in error— 
these are athwart the path which might lead to a real social 
science. And who can tackle these better than the preacher?” 


In addition to these words of Professor Macy, it may be 
said that we wish to accomplish certain practical results in the 
social and financial world, and believing that our work lies in 
the direction of practical Christianity, we appeal to the church, 
the chief of the social forces in this country, to help us, to 
support us, and to make our work a complete success, which 
it can by no possibility be without her assistance. 

The religious press of the country can aid us greatly in our 
task, and it will not, I believe, refuse its co-operation. Its 
influence is enormous, and notwithstanding all that has been 
said against it to the contrary, I believe that to-day it is the 
fairest, purest and most liberal press in the country. The fourth 
paragraph in the platform seems to me to be imperatively neces- 
sary. We want to proclaim to the world that political economy 
is something much broader than partisan controversies about 
free-trade and protection, that we are in fact neither free-traders 
nor protectionists in the partisan sense of those words. 

It may be asked: Why have any platform at all? Why 
not simply invite all interested in political economy to come 
together and aid in economic research ? 

The reply is not a difficult one. This association intends 
to combine two ends. It proposes to influence public opinion ; 
also to investigate and study. Now, if there has ever been 
found in any place an economic society without the advocacy, 
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either open or concealed, of certain tendencies, at least, it 
has not come to my knowledge. I do not believe it would 
be wise to attempt such athing. The fundamental differences 
between economists are so radical that they cannot all work 
profitably together. 

Our platform is very broad and will include nearly all 
those who can co-operate advantageously with us. It advo- 
cates simply certain methods of study and the accomplishment 
of reforms by certain means which alone seem to us to promise 
valuable results. We believe in historical and _ statistical 
inquiries and examinations into actual conditions, and should 
we include those who do not, there would be division at the 
start. If two people are journeying together to a certain goal 
and come to a fork in the road, it is evident that they must 
part company if each insists on believing that their common 
destination lies in a different direction. That is our case. 
We have little faith that the methods advocated by certain 
economists will ever lead to any valuable results. They may 
take their own way, and far be it from us to hinder them, but 
we must part company. 

Again, it is not easy to arouse interest in an association 
which professes nothing. This proposed economic association 
has been greeted with enthusiasm precisely because it is not 
colorless, precisely because it stands for something. 

Finally, it is of the utmost importance to us to emphasize 
certain fundamental views in order to bring them prominently 
before the public. It is essential that intelligent men and 
women should distinguish between us and certain economists 
in whom there is little faith. The respect for political econ- 
omy, as it has been hitherto taught, is very slight. I think it 
has been kept alive largely by ignorance on the one hand— 
on the other by the cloak it affords to wrong-doing and the 
balm it offers to still the voice of outraged conscience. On 
every side we find intelligent people dissatisfied with it, 
throwing all political economy to the winds, while John 
Stuart Mill repudiated his own economic system, and one 
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of the most careful students of economic facts, Thorold Rogers, 
finds its conclusions so at variance with the results of his 
investigations, that he rejects it with scorn, and believes it 
necessary to build up a new political economy by a long and 
careful process, piecemeal, as he himself expresses it.' We of 
this association must come before the public with the unequiv- 
ocal assertion that we, also, refuse to accept as final “the 
statements which characterize the political economy of a past 
generation, and that we believe our science is in the first stages 
of its scientific development.” 

Our attitude is a modest one, and must, I think, appeal to 
the best intelligence of the country. We acknowledge our 
ignorance, and if we claim superiority to others it is largely 
on the very humble ground that we know better what we do 
not know. We confess our ignorance, but are determined to 
do our best to remedy it, and we call upon those who are 
willing to go to work in this spirit to come forward and 
help us. 

At the conclusion of the paper presented by Dr. Ely, 
the provisional platform and statement of objects were pre- 
sented and discussed in detail, nearly all present taking part 
in the animated debate. 
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1 Tt does not follow that the work of men like Adam Smith, Malthus and 
Ricardo was not valuable, nor that its conclusions were altogether erroneous. 
They and other thinkers of their day occupy a brilliant place in the history of 
political economy. The chief fault to be found with those who have attempted 
to build up a standard of orthodoxy on the basis afforded by these great think- 
ers is that they hinder progress, that they pervert the spirit of their masters, 
and fail to recognize that political economy must grow with the growth of 
society. A political economy written before the introduction of railroads can 
hardly be sufficient in the year 1885. Adam Smith would have been the first 
one to recognize this, and I think that the latest developments in economic 
science are in some respects a return to the spirit and methods of the 
“Wealth of Nations,” as was suggested by Professor Henry C. Adams in 
the discussion of the “platform” at Saratoga. 
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DISCUSSION OF THE PLATFORM AT SARATOGA. 


ProFessor Henry C. ApAms expressed himself as most 
heartily in favor of the purposes of the proposed association, 
and, so far as he was personally concerned, would be quite 
willing to undertake a defense of the statement of principles 
as presented. He thought, however, that it might be wise to 
modify them in one or two particulars; for they were too 
explicit to be held merely as general statements, while at the 
same time they did not say enough to guard against possible 
misapprehension. In two particulars was there danger of 
misunderstanding. In the first place, a formal denial of the 
claims of laissez-faire might be construed to mean the accept- 
ance of what is popularly known as the German view of social 
relations. This, he thought, would be unfortunate, for it would 
not properly represent the opinions of some who were inter- 
ested in the present movement. It may be admitted that the 
English political philosophy (or what goes by that name), 
which regards the state as a necessary evil, is untenable. The 
state is not an appendage to private action. But on the other 
hand, German political philosophy, which presents the state 
as the final analysis of human relations, is equally erroneous. 
The truth is, that society is the organic entity about which all 
reasoning should center, and both state action and the indus- 
trial activity of individuals are but functions of the organism, 
society. The great problem of the present day is properly to 
correlate public and private activity so as to preserve harmony 
and proportion between the various parts of. organic society ; 
and he believed that the path by which this purpose might be 
attained had been indicated by neither English nor German 
economists. In the second place, the speaker ventured the 
opinion that the Association would gain material strength by 
formally expressing its high appreciation of the work of 
former economists. This movement should be considered as 
a further development of the work which they so well began. 
The radical changes in society have forced new problems to 
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the front for study and solution, but the claim to be historical 
students would be forfeited, should even a suggestion of isola- 
tion make its appearance. Much is heard to-day among the 
philosophers of a return to Kant; current political economy 
needs nothing at present so much as a return to the spirit of 
Adam Smith. 

PROFESSOR JOHNSTON, agreeing, in the main, with the 
propositions offered by the secretary, wished that their expres- 
sion could be considerably modified. He apprehended that 
the words might seem to imply an absolute rejection of the 
work of the great thinkers upon economics. On the contrary, 
their work must stand, since it has not been successfully 
assailed. The definitions which they have thought out so 
laboriously and put into apt words as a basis for the work of 
future generations, we ought not even to seem to treat with 
disrespect. This is not a rebellion against Adam Smith, 
Malthus, Ricardo and Mill; only a struggle for freedom of 
development of their work. Bagehot speaks of the “ crust” 
which grows up at some stages of human development, pre- 
venting any further advance. This is an effort to stop the 
formation of any “crust” on the development of economics, 
to assert the economic right of attempts to develop in every 
direction, unhampered by any accusation of heterodoxy, with 
the assurance that unlimited freedom of individual attempt 
to develop will bring about the truest, most natural and 
healthiest development. More stress ought to be laid on such 
expressions as those of Thorold Rogers, that the “ new econ- 
omy” is only Adam Smith with a frank recognition of the 
new conditions introduced by steam and electricity. He did 
not care to see any sweeping condemnation of the much-— 
abused doctrine of laissez-faire, only an absolute restriction of 
it to its legitimate sphere, that of production and exchange, 
and a recognition of the legal right to limit its application 
even there. He would not care to live in a state of society 
in which the popular sense of reliance on the true principle of 
laissez-faire was dulled or destroyed. We ought to be care- 
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ful while fighting the illegitimate application of the doctrine 
to matters properly within the domain of morals or the state, 
not to seem to ask the total abolition of the legitimate princi- 
ple, the secret of individualism, the basis of modern society. 
It is “an inadequate explanation of the relation between 
state and citizens,” but not necessarily a false one in its 
place. He would like to see that brought out clearly in 
the platform, as he thought it was what the mass of those 
present meant and desired. Professor Johnston opposed the 
doctrine that the state has an “economic function,” though 
freely admitting its importance in guarding interests of society 
more precious than any economic interests could be. 

Mr. VAN Buren DeEnstow objected to the use of the 
word “Church ” in the statement of principles, on the ground 
that it would prejudice the association ; also, that there is no 
Church in this country, only a group of religious societies. 
He also objected to the statement that the state is an 
educational agency. 

Dr. Exy defended the proposition that the state is an 
educational agency. He thought that apart from its direct 
participation in the education of the young, all its institutions 
had an educational value, and contended that this was even 
true of a penal code, which assisted in the development of the 
ethical side of man’s nature. No one thought of such a thing, 
it was urged, as a union of Church and state, which would 
commend itself, he was very sure, to no one present. The 
truth was simply emphasized, that the church has her own 
proper functions in society which cannot with impunity be 
neglected. 

Dr. Ely also maintained that the proposed association ought 
in no sense to be regarded as a German movement, as 
some had intimated. Nothing about it was more marked than 
its American character. It had sprung up almost sponta- 
neously in answer to felt needs. Doubtless many present had 
studied in Germany, and were grateful for what they had 
learned in the German universities ; but nothing was more 
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foreign to their purposes than to import Germany into 
America. 

Dr. WASHINGTON GLADDEN said :—“ It is true that there is 
no national Church in this country, and that the word is used 
here in many different senses. The denomination to which I 
belong is the most radical of all in its use of this term, and 
limits it to the local body of Christians. Nevertheless even 
among us the word is often used in its broadest sense to 
describe the whole body of Christian people. It might as 
truly be said that we have no ‘State’ in this country, 
because there are so many states. But we use that word also 
in its broader sense, as describing political society. Political 
society as such can help in solving these problems which have 
come to the front in these last days. The whole body of 
religious people in the country can also help in their solution. 
Without the intervention of the moral forces represented by 
the Church, these questions will never be answered. The 
Church is already taking hold of these matters with vigor, and 
there is no reason why this association should not recognize 
and welcome its co-operation.” 

PRESIDENT ANDREW D. WHITE expressed himself as ready 
to stand on the platform as presented. He was glad to see 
this movement and paid a high tribute to those present who 
were assisting in the establishment of the new soviety. He 
considered the return of “these young men from Germany ” 
as of sufficient importance to constitute an epoch in American 
history. He was also glad to see it explicitly stated that the 
association did not design to become either a free-trade club 
or a protectionist club, as the fact needed to be emphasized, 
that political economy was something broader than contro- 
versies about the tariff. A prominent journal had ventured 
to express disapproval when, as President of Cornell Univer- 
sity, he invited two gentlemen to present the two sides of this 
issue, it being implied that political economy was identical 
with one view of the subject. President White spoke of the 
total inadequacy of the so-called laissez-faire theory of politi- 
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cal economy, saying that in Europe it had entirely broken 
down. 

PRrestDENT C. K. ApAms followed with an expression of 
his understanding of the purposes of the association. He 
said that in signing the call he had understood that the design 
of the new organization was to promote the study of economic 
science from what may be called the historical point of view. 
He had the impression that the time had come to organize 
into an association all those who are ready to admit that it is 
impossible to formulate what there is of political economy 
into an economic code of universal application. He believed 
that economic science must be studied in the light of history, 
inasmuch as experience has shown that many of its doctrines 
must be regarded, not as truths of universal application, but 
simply as truths to be adapted to the changing conditions of 
human development. In the way of illustration, he called 
attention to the fact that the so-called doctrines of laissez-faire 
are now generally regarded by economists as of much less 
wide-spread application than was supposed by the economists 
of fifty or even twenty-five years ago. Thus the course of 
history has compelled economists to modify some of their 
beliefs, and, consequently, how far their beliefs are subject to 
still further modification is a legitimate subject of inquiry. 
Such inquiry he supposed to be one of the most prominent 
objects of the new organization. 

Proressor E. J. JAMES expressed himself as very much 
pleased with the hearty response to the proposal to organize 
an Economie Association which was indicated by the presence 
at this meeting of so many representative workers in the field 
of economics. It was a matter of surprise that there should 
be so much unanimity of sentiment among men who had never 
before had the opportunity of coming together to exchange 
opinions on questions which were the subject of so much dis- 
pute. It argued well for the future success of the association. 
He thought the proposed platform might well be modified in 
certain particulars, as the language might convey false impres- 
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sions as to the views of the men who were present. It should 
contain a hearty acknowledment of the work done by the 
so-called orthodox school, and insist on the fact that the 
association proposed to work on the basis of whatever truth 
had been discovered and formulated by previous workers in 
' this field, no matter to what school they belonged. It should, 
nowever, also contain a vigorous expression of the intention 
of the association to go forward in the investigation of 
economic truth as far as possible, without any of those pre- 
possessions and limitations which are inevitably connected with 
the habit of regarding any past thinkers as having spoken the 
last word, even on the topics which they discovered. Our 
glance is toward the future and not toward the past. Our aim 
is to add to our positive knowledge of economic and social 
phenomena, and not merely to correct and restate the formulas 
of a past generation. We shall try to do for our day and 
generation what Adam Smith did for his. 

On one point we certainly all differ from the general tone 
of Adam Smith and some of his so-called orthodox followers 
of the early half of this century, and that is as to his con- 
ception of the state. We do not regard it as a merely 
negative factor, the influence of which is most happy when it 
is smallest, but we recognize that some of the most necessary 
functions of a civilized society can be performed only by the 
state, and some others most efficiently by the state; that the 
state, in a word, is a permanent category of economic life, and 
not merely a temporary crutch which may be cast away when 
society becomes more perfect. This sentiment should find 
expression in the platform. 

At the same time, we must guard against the idea that we 
are in favor of a continually growing interference of the state 
in social and economic life, no matter at what cost to the 
individual. We should give no justification for the charge 
that we are “state socialists” or “ professorial socialists,” as 
a group of German thinkers are so ridiculously called by their 
opponents. We should emphasize the fact that there is a 
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legitimate sphere of state activity and a legitimate sphere of 
individual activity. Neither should be allowed to encroach 
on the other, and it is one of our objects to determine, as far 
as is possible by impartial scientific investigation, the proper 
boundaries of each. It is possible that we might all agree to 
the statement of John Stuart Mill on this point, viz: “that 
the ends of government are as comprehensive as those of the 
social union. They include all the benefit and all the immu- 
nity from evil which government can be made to confer.” 
Such a statement would leave the question of government 
interference to be decided in each case on its own merits, 
and not commit us either to an extension or a circumscribing 
of government activity. Let us, by all means, make the 
platform broad enough to include everybody who is willing 
to undertake, in a serious spirit and by a scientific method, the 
investigation of the great problems of our social, political and 
economic life. 

Dr. SELIGMAN feared that the statement of principles as 
originally drafted might create in some minds a misconcep- 
tion of the true object of the association. He believed, and 
thought that the majority of the members agreed with him 
in believing, that the reaction against the principle of free 
competition had perhaps been somewhat exaggerated by cer- 
tain recent economists. Competition is not in itself bad. It 
is a neutral force which has already produced immense bene- 
fits, but which may, under certain conditions, bring in its train 
sharply defined evils. Modern economics has, however, not 
yet attained that certainty in results which would authorize us 
to invoke increased governmental action as a check to various 
abuses of free competition. He thought that care should be 
taken to preserve an impartial scientific attitude, and that the 
great aim of the association, as of all political economy, 
should be to investigate the actual facts of each particular 
question thoroughly, and without any prepossessions on the 
side of complete liberty, or of necessary restriction. He did 
not wish that any economist who worked in the true scientific 
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spirit should deem himself precluded from joining the asso- 
ciation through fear of any imagined Katheder-Socialistic 
tendencies. He thought that there was much less difference 
between the followers of the historical school and the present 
moderate adherents of the orthodox school, than is generally 
imagined. He trusted that the work of the association 
would consist in formulating results after the field had been 
thoroughly canvassed, and not in positing preconceived con- 
clusions which the facts might be chosen to illustrate. 

PROFESSOR ANDREWS was happy to concur almost exactly 
with Dr. Seligman. He wished that the platform might be 
so framed as to exclude no earnest economist from the associ- 
tion. Tothis end he would be willing to omit the Statement 
of Principles, allowing the doctrine of the organization to fix 
and declare itself in its work. He had expected, in coming 
here, to find himself the most conservative economist present, 
and was not a little surprised to discover that, apparently, he 
was not so, some having spoken in opposition to the concep- 
tion of the state as a factor in economic advance. He 
regarded the state as a condition not only of “human” pro- 
gress, a proposition which, he thought, no one would dream 
of gainsaying, but also of economic progress. As to the work 
of the Church in the economic field, he agreed with Drs. 
Ely and Gladden. On the other hand, he was anxious that 
the value of economic discussion and development hitherto 
should be fully recognized. No impassable gulf separates 
Wagner, Roscher and Knies from Adam Smith, Mill and 
Ricardo, and he believed it a misfortune for young Americans 
to begin the study of those German authors without some pre- 
vious acquaintance with the great English masters. He hoped 
it would be distinctly understood that the association has not 
committed itself to the doctrine of protection any more than 
to that of free-trade, and considered that there might be neces- 
sity of laying stress on this, as he had recently read a long 
article in a prominent Massachusetts newspaper prophesying 
with confidence that the association would be an ally of pro- 
tection. 
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ProFressor J. B. CLARK spoke as follows : 

“Our discussion of the platform must proceed somewhat 
blindly unless we know at the outset what use we are to make 
of it. If it is a creed binding on the individual members, we 
must make it so highly conservative as to be comparatively 
meaningless. If, on the other hand, it is so to be used as to 
give a certain unity of purpose to the general work of the 
society, while not binding the individual member, then we 
may adopt the form presented to us by Dr. Ely, subject to 
minor changes. The point upon which individuals will be 
unable to unite is, especially, the strong condemnation of the 
laissez-faire doctrine. The first thing to be decided is, there- 
fore, in what manner the plaform is to be used.” 

Dr. H. B. Apams of the Johns Hopkins University sug- 
gested a way out of the difficulty which arose from the 
objection that the “ platform” would be regarded as a creed 
binding upon members. He offered a resolution which, with 
slight modification, was finally printed as the present “ note” 
appended to the “Statement of Principles.” 

It was finally decided to refer the platform to a committee 
of five, consisting of the chairman, the secretary, and three 
other gentlemen to be appointed by the chair. Messrs. Glad- 
den, Johnston and Clark were subsequently appointed. The 
chair was also instructed to appoint a committee on organiza- 
tion, and subsequently appointed Messrs. James, H. B, Adams 
and E. B. Andrews. The meeting adjourned at six, to meet 
in the same place at four o’clock, Wednesday, September 9th. 


THE SECOND SESSION. 
SARATOGA, SEPTEMBER 9TH, 1885. 


At four o’clock, Professor Henry C. Adams, acting as 
chairman, called the meeting to order. The first business 
before the meeting was the report of the committee on the 
objects of the association and the statement of principles. 
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The members of the committee concluded, as a result of the 
debate on the preceding day, that a simplification of the dec- 
laration of purposes was desired ; also a positive rather than 
a negative statement in every practicable instance; finally, 
a modification of some of the views expressed in the “ Plat- 
form.” It was also felt that it was desirable to make it 
plain that it was not the intention of the founders of the 
association to formulate a creed which should restrict free- 
dom of inquiry or independence of thought. The committee 
endeavored to attain this object by.a note to that effect, to be 
appended to the statement of principles. The report, as sub- 
mitted, was debated passage by passage, was slightly amended, 
and then accepted and became our present declaration of 
“Objects” and “Statement of Principles.” 

Dr. James, as chairman of the committee on organization, 
presented a plan of organization which was modified in a few 
particulars and then adopted. 

Professor Henry C. Adams was then requested by vote of 
the society to act as chairman until his successor should be 
appointed, and Dr. R. T. Ely was requested, in like manner, 
to act as secretary and treasurer for the same period. The 
American Economic Association was then formally organized, 
and the 9th of September, 1885, must be considered as the 
day of its birth. The day following, the present officers were 
elected and the Economic Association adjourned sine die. 

The plans of the association were committed to the execu- 
tive committee for the coming year. In order to decide upon 
the line of work and to elaborate those details of organization 
which the council had intrusted to the members of this com- 
mittee, two meetings of the officers of the association were 
held in one of the parlors of the United States Hotel, one on 
the 10th of September, and the other on the 11th. Various 
members of the committee and of the association were assigned 
to the different standing committees. A list of the committees 
and of those who constitute them may be found in the fol- 
lowing pages. Several lines of investigation were suggested 
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by members of the executive committee. The place of the 
next annual meeting of the association was discussed, but no 
conclusion was reached. The fact was mentioned that several 
members in the West and South desired an earlier meeting 
that they might be able to attend in greater numbers ;—the 
duties in the schools and colleges in those regions beginning 
early in September. 

Since the adjournment, many favorable accounts of the 
American Economic Association and letters from persons 
distinguished in various walks of life have been received, in 
which the warmest approval of our aims has been expressed. 
Some may be glad to know that the late Dr. Elisha Mulford | 
took a warm interest in our association. In a letter to the 
secretary he said :—“ No recent invitation has given me more 
pleasure than yours to join the American Economic Associa- 
tion. I subscribe to its articles.’ 

“Tt places us in the same plane with all the greater uni- 
versities and with the age. In the transitions of thought, 
none has been more significant than the humanization of 
political economy. Now, as Mr. Toynbee says: ‘the long 
controversy between the economists and human beings has 
ended in the conversion of the economists.’ ” 

The Secretary was instructed to communicate to General 
Walker, who was unable to be present, the fact of his unani- 
mous election to the presidency of the association. General 
Walker replied as follows :—“ I cannot tell you how much I 
am gratified by the formation of the American Economic 
Association by men who believe that there is still work to be 
done in economics and who wish to take part in doing it; or 
how glad and proud I am to assume the high office to which 
my colleagues have raised me. Please to believe that I shall 
rejoice to labor at all times and in any way for the enlarge- 
ment of the Association and for its increasing success and 
usefulness,” 





1Those to which Dr. Mulford refers are the statements of the original 
platform. 
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The American Economic Association has already accom- 
plished great good. It has stimulated thought in every 
quarter, has awakened new interest in economics, has brought 
kindred minds into fruitful contact, has aided students by 
advice and counsel through its Bureau of Information, and 
has even now begun to exercise a perceptible influence on 
public opinion. New names are continually being added to 
its lists of members, in many places a desire to organize 
branch or local societies is expressed, and there is every 
reason for us to look forward with confidence to a long and 
useful future for the AMERICAN Economic ASSOCIATION. 





CONSTITUTION 


BY-LAWS AND RESOLUTIONS 


OF THE 


AMERICAN ECONOMIC ASSOCIATION. 











CONSTITUTION. 


ARTICLE I. 
NAME. 


This Society shall be known as the AMERICAN Economic 
ASSOCIATION. 
ARTICLE II. 


OBJECTS. 


1. The encouragement of economic research. 
2. The publication of economic monographs. 
3. The encouragement of perfect freedom in all economic 


discussion. 
4. The establishment of a Bureau of Information designed 


to aid members in their economic studies. 


ARTICLE III. 


STATEMENT OF PRINCIPLES. 


1. We regard the state as an agency whose positive assist- 
ance is one of the indispensable conditions of human progress. 

2. We believe that political economy as a science is still in 
an early stage of its development. While we appreciate the 
work of former economists, we look not so much to speculation 
as to the historical and statistical study of actual conditions of 
economic life for the satisfactory accomplishment of that 
development. 
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3. We hold that the conflict of labor and capital has 
brought into prominence a vast number of social problems, 
whose solution requires the united efforts, each in its own 
sphere, of the church, of the state, and of science. 

4. In the study of the industrial and commercial policy of 
governments we take no partisan attitude. We believe in a 
progressive development of economit conditions, which must 
be met by a corresponding development of legislative policy. 

Note.—This statement was proposed and accepted as a general indication 


of the views and the purposes of those who founded the American Economic 
Association, but is not to be regarded as binding upon individual members. 


ARTICLE IV. 


MEMBERSHIP. 


Any person may become a member of this Association by 
paying three dollars, and after the first year may continue a 


member by paying an annual fee of three dollars. On pay- 
ment of twenty-five dollars any person may become a life 
member, exempt from annual dues. 


Note——Each member shall be entitled to receive all reports and publica- 
tions of the Association. 


ARTICLE V. 
OFFICERS. 
The officers of the Society shall consist of a President, three 
Vice-Presidénts, a Secretary, a Treasurer and a Council. 
ARTICLE VI. 
CoUNCIL. 


1. The Council shall consist of an indefinite number of 
members of the Society chosen, with the exception of the 
original members, for three years. It shall have power to 
fill all vacancies in its membership, and may add to its 
number. 
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2. It shall elect the President, Vice-Presidents, Secretary 
and Treasurer, which officers shall constitute an executive 
committee with such power as the Council may trust to it. 

3. The Council shall organize itself into a number of 
standing committees upon the various lines of research under- 
taken. These committees shall prepare reports from time to 
time upon such subjects relating to their respective depart- 
ments as they may select, or as may be referred to them by 
the Council. These reports shall be presented to the Council 
at its regular or special meetings and be open to discussion. 
All papers offered to the Society shall be referred to the — 
appropriate committees before being read in the Council. 

4. The Council shall have charge of the general interests 
of the Society, and shall have power to call meetings and 
to determine what reports, papers or discussions are to be 
printed, and may adopt any rules or regulations for the 
conduct of its business not inconsistent with this constitution. 


ARTICLE VII. 


AMENDMENTS, 


Amendments, after having been approved by a majority of 
the Council, may be adopted by a majority vote of the mem- 
bers present at any regular meeting of the Association. 





BY-LAWS. 


I. The President of the Association, who shail be ex-officio 
a member of the Council, shall preside at all meetings of the 
Council and Association, and perform such other duties as 
may be assigned to him by the Council. In case of inability 
to perform his duties they shall devolve upon the Vice- 
Presidents in the order of their election, upon the Secretary 





38 By-Laws of the 


and the Treasurer, and upon the Chairmen of the Standing 
Committees, in the order in which the committees are men- 
tioned in the list. 

II. The Secretary shall keep the records of the Association 
and perform such other duties as the Council may assign to 
him. 

III. The Treasurer shall receive and have the custody of 
the funds of the Association, subject to the rules of the Council. 

IV. The following Standing Committees shall be organized : 

(1). On Labor. 

(2). On Transportation. 

(3). On Trade. 

(4). On Public Finance. 

(5). On Exchange. 

(6). On General Questions of Economic Theory. 
(7). On Statistics. 

The Executive Committee may appoint such special com- 
mittees as it may deem best. 

V. At any meeting called by the general summons of the 
President, five members shall constitute a quorum. 

VI. Papers offered for the consideration of the Council 
shall be referred by the Secretary, each to its appropriate 
committee. 

VII. In order to encourage economic research, the Associa- 
tion proposes to render pecuniary assistance in the prosecution 
of the same, and to offer prizes for the best monographs upon 
selected topics. It stands ready to accept and administer any 
fund placed at its disposal for either purpose. 

VIII. The Executive Committee shall have power at any 
time to add new members to the Council. 

IX. The executive Committee shall assign all members of 
the Council to one of the Standing Committees, and shall 
appoint the chairmen of the committees. 

X. It shall be the duty of the Chairmen of the respective 
committees to organize and direct the work of the same, under 
the general control of the Council. 
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RESOLUTIONS. 


I. The Executive Committee is authorized to take, during 
the coming year, any action not inconsistent with the rules of 
the Council, which may be deemed necessary to further the 
interests of the Association. 

II. The following topics are suggested to the Chairmen of 
the Standing Committees, as proper subjects for reports : 

(1). Effect of Half-Time Working on the Laborer. 
(2). The Normal Working Day. 
(3). Employment of Women in Factories. 
(4). Municipal Finance. 
(5). The Income from Public Works in Cities. 
(6). Rent in the United States. 
(7). National Rail-Road Commission. 
(8). Limitation of Suffrage as a Remedy for Abuses in 
Local Administration. 
(9). Effect of Transportation on the Laborer. 
(10). The Silver Question. 

III. The Secretary shall prepare a special copy of the 
Constitution, By-Laws and Resolutions, together with a brief 
account of the organization of the Association, which, upon 
being approved by the Executive Committee, shall be printed, 
together with a list of members. This report shall be sent to 
all members of the Association, and to such other persons as 
the Executive Committee shall deem advisable, with the invi- 
tation to become members. 

IV. The Executive Committee shall determine the time 
and place of meeting. 

V. During the year ending September Ist, 1886, the Exec- 
utive Committee may order, by unanimous vote, the publica- 
tion of any papers or reports which they shall judge calculated 
to further the purposes of the Association, and may draw upon 
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the Treasurer for the required funds, provided that no debt 


be contracted. 
VI. The Executive Committee shall procure Articles of 
Incorporation for the Association and Council. 





OFFICERS. 


President, Francis A. WALKER, LL. D., 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology. 


First Vice President, Henry C. Apams, Ph. D., 


University of Michigan and Cornell University. 


Second Vice President, Epmunp J. JAMES, Ph. D., 
University of Pennsylvania. 


Third Vice President, Joun B. CLARK, A. M., 
Smith College. 


Secretary, RicHarp T. Etry, Ph. D., 
Johns Hopkins University; address Johns Hopkins 
University, Baltimore, Md. 


Treasurer, Epwin R. A. SELIGMAN, Ph. D., 
Columbia College; address 26 West 34th Street, 
New York. 





COUNCIL. 


Term of office expires in 1886. 


Professor E. BENJAMIN ANDREws, Brown University. 
Professor ARTHUR YAGER, Georgetown, Ky. 

Professor Wooprow Wixson, Bryn Mawr. 

Rev. Dr. Lyman ABsort, Christian Union. 

Professor G. B. Newcoms, College of City of New York. 

Dr. Epwin R. A. SetigMan, Columbia College. 

Professor GEoRGE Knieut, State University, Columbus, Ohio. 
Mr. Davis R. Dewey, Fellow Johns Hopkins University. 





American Economic Association. 


Term of office expires in 1887. 


Rey. Dr. WAsHiIneToN GLADDEN, Columbus, Ohio. 

Professor JoHn B. CLARK, Smith College. 

Professor Henry C. ApAMs, Michigan and Cornell Universities. 

Professor KATHARINE CoMAN, Wellesley College. 

Hon. Carroxt D. Wricut, Commissioner of Labor, United States Bureau. 
Rev. Dr. G. M. STEELE, Principal of Wesleyan Academy, Wilbraham, Mass. 
Professor JAMES H. CANFIELD, University of Kansas. 

Professor A. D. Morse, Amherst College. 


Term of office expires in 1888. 


Professor ALEXANDER JOHNSTON, College of New Jersey, Princeton. 
Dr. Ricuarp T. Ery, Johns Hopkins University. 

Professor E. J. JamEs, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia. 
Hon. EvGene Scuuyter, Washington, D. C. 

Professor Jesse Macy, Iowa College, Grinnell. 

President C. K. Apams, Cornell University. 

Dr. ALBERT SHAW, Minneapolis Tribune. 

Professor RicHMoND M. Smiru, Columbia College. 





STANDING COMMITTEES. 


On Labor. 
Dr. Ricnarp T. Exy, Chairman. 
Hon. Carrot D. WRIGHT, 
Dr. E. R. A. SELIGMAN, 
Professor KATHERINE CoMAN, 
Dr. ALBERT SHAW. 

ion. 

Professor E. J. JAMES, Chairman. 
Professor RicHMoNnD M. Situ, 
Rev. Dr. Lyman ABBOTT. 


On Trade. 
Professor James H. CANFIELD, Chairman. 
Professor Jesse Macy, 
Dr. ALBERT SHAW, 
Professor W. W. FoLweEtu. 





Officers of the Connecticut Valley Branch. 


On Public Finance. 
Professor Henry C. ApAms, Chairman. 
Professor ARTHUR YAGER, 
Professor GeorGE W. KNIGHT, 
Mr. Davis R. Dewey. 
On Exchange. 
Professor E. B. ANDREws, Chairman. 
Mr. Davis R. Dewey. 
On Questions of Economie Theory. 
Professor J. B. CLARK, Chairman. 
Professor A. D. Morse, 
Dr. Stuon N. PAtren, 
Rev. Dr. G. M. STEELE, 
Professor G. B. NEwcoms. 
On Statistics. 
Hon. Carrot D. Wricut, Chairman. 
Hon. EvGene ScHUYLER, 
Professor RicoMonpD M. Smiru. 





OFFICERS OF THE CONNECTICUT VALLEY 
BRANCH.’ 


Professor J. B. CLARK, President, 
Smith College, Northampton, Massachusetts. 
Dr. C.S. WALKER, First Vice-Fresideni, 
Amherst, Massachusetts. 
8. B. Grirren, Esq., Second Vice-President, 
Springfield Republican, Springfield, Massachusetts. 
Dr. Epwarp-W. Bemis, Secretary, 
35 Morgan Street, Springfield, Massachusetts. 
D. P. Crocker, Esq., Treasurer, 
133 Mulberry Street, Springfield, Massachusetts. 
Members of the Council in addition to the above: 
W. B. Stone, Esq. 
F. H. Gipprxes, Editor of the Springfield Union. 





1 Those members living in Springfield, Mass., and vicinity have formed a 
branch association, called the Connecticut Valley Branch of the American 
Economic Association. 





American Economic Association. 


LIST OF MEMBERS 


OF THE 


AMERICAN ECONOMIC ASSOCIATION. 





*Life Members. 


Axssort, Rev. Dr. LymMAn, Editor of 
the Christian Union, 20 Lafayette 
Place, New York City. 

ApaAms, CHARLES FREDERICK, Esq., 
United States Civil Service Com- 
mission, Washington, D. C. 

ADAMS, CHARLES KENDALL, Presi- 
dent of Cornell University, Ithaca, 


N. Y. 
Apams, Professor Henry C., Michi- 





gan University, Ann Arbor, Mich. 
ApAMs, Professor 
Johns Hopkins University, Balti- | 
more, Md. 
Am™ipown, Epwarp H., Esq., 27 | 


West 42nd street, New York City. | 


Anprews, Professor E. B., Brown 
University, Providence, R. I. 

ATHERTON, G. W., President State 
College, Center Co., Pa. 

Ayres, Pup W., Esq., Johns 
Hopkins University, seems | 
Md. 

Baker, O. M., Esq., Springfield, 
Mass. 

Batcnu, THomas W., 4 1412 
Spruce street, Philadelphia, Pa. 
BaLpwin, Rev. GrorGE C., Spring- 

field, Mass. 

Bauuarp, THomas P., Esq., 41 
South Night street, Columbus, O. 

Ba.won, Dr. Nanum E., Sandwich, 
Il 


Barnett, JAMEs E., Esq., Washing- 
ton, Washington Co., Pa. 

Barns, W. E., Editor Age of Steel, 
St. Louis, Mo. 

Barrows,CHar es H., Esq., Spring- 
field, Mass. 

Barrows, Rev. Joun H., D. D., | 
First Presbyterian Church, Indiana 


Herpert B., | Biarr, THomas S 











avenue, and 20th street, Chicago, 
Ill. 


Beats, E. A., Esq., Springfield, 
Mass. 

Bemis, Dr. Epwarp W., 35 Morgan 
street, Springfield, Mass. 

BENHAM, GEORGE, Esq., President 
Norwalk Economic Club, Nor- 
walk, O. 

Brit, CHAR Es, Esq., Springfield, 


Mass. 
Bru, J. A., Jr., Esq., Springfield, 


Lass. 
, Esq,, aro, 
don Furnace, Spruce Creek P. O 


| Bosse, Professor A. S., University 
of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, Pa, 

Bonp, Mrs. Mary , Florence, 
Mass. 

Boucuer, W. M., Esq., 28 Waverly 
Place, New York City. 

Bowen, CLARENCE W., Esq. (The 


ar a 251 Broadway, New 
York City ; 
Braprorp, Rev. AMory H., Mont- 


clair, N. ‘J. 
Brewer, Dr.C. D., Springfield, Mass. 
Britton, Joun W., Esq., 15 West 
16th street, New York City. 
BronHAM, MICHAEL, Esq., Spring- 
field, Mass 
Bnooxs, Rev. J. C., Springfield, 


Brooks, Joun W., Esq., Berkely 
street, Cambridge, Mass, 
Brown, Rev. J. Epwin, D. D., 38 
Angell street, Providence, R. I. 
Butter, Nicnouas M., Ph. D., Co- 
lumbia College, New York City. 
CALDWELL, Professor H. W., Uni- 
versity of Nebraska, 1317 8S street, 
Lincoln, Neb. 

CatMAN, Davin, Ph. D., 5 Beekman 
street, New York City. 





44 


CAMPBELL, Mrs. HELEN, 
Orange, N. J. 

CANFIELD, Professor JAMEs H., U ni- 
versity of Kansas, Lawrence, Kan. 


Box 22, 


*CARNEGIE, ANDREW, Esq., 23 Broad 


street, New York City. 

CAVERNO, Professor CHARLES, Lom- 
bard, Ill. 

CHANDLER, ALFRED N., Esq., 303 
Chestnut street, Philadelphia, Pa. 


CLAFLIN, WILLIAM, Esq., Boston, | 


Mass. 

CLARK, Professor J. B., Smith Col 
lege, "Northampton, Mass. 

CLARK, Merritt, Esq., Northamp- 
ton, Mass. 


CoLBuRN, Professor W. W., Spring- | 


field, Mass. 

ComANn, Professor KATHARINE, Wel- 
lesley College, Wellesley, Mass. 
CoPpELAND, Judge A. M., Spring- 

field, Mass. 


Conpit, CHARLEs L., Esq., Publisher | 


of Science, Station D., New York 
City. 

Cooker, Rosert G., Esq., Bethle- 
hem, Pa. 

Coorer, Professor Charles H., Carle- 
ton College, Northfield, Minn. 

Crocker, D. P., Esq., Springfield, 


Mass. 
Esq., Springfield, 


Cuckson, JOHN, 
Vass. 

Davipson, THomas, Esq., Orange, 
J 


DENNISON, George A., Esq., Spring- | 


field, Mass 
Dewey, Davis R., Fellow Johns 
—_ University, Baltimore, | 
a. 

DoucHerty, Witu1AM H., Esq., 
1136 N street, Philadelphia, Pa. 
Dunwopr, Joun, Esq., 314 East Main | 

street, Richmond, Va. 


Eaton, Hon. Dorman B., Wash- | 
C 


ington, D. C. 
Evxins, 8. B., Esq., 46 West 58th 
street, New York City. 
Ety, E. S., Esq., Fredonia, N. Y. 
Ey, Hon. GEoRGE H., Mercantile 
Park Building, Cleveland, O. 
ELy, 
House, Providence, R. I. 


JosePH C., Esq., Franklin 


List of Members of the 


Fares, Mrs. Imocene C., 52 7th 
avenue, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Faunce, Rey. W. H. | 

field, Mass. 

FoLwett, Professor W. W., Uni- 
versity of Minnesota, Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

FROTHINGHAM, ARTHUR L., Esq., 29 
Cathedral st., Baltimore, Md. 

| GARDNER, H. B., Esq., Johns Hop- 
kins University, Baltimore, Md. 

Gipprnes, ‘F. H., Esq., Editor of the 
Springfield Union, Springfield, Mass. 

Gittett, F. H., Esq., Springfield, 
Mass. 

Ginn, Epwin, Fsq., 743 Broadway, 
New York City. 

*GINTER, Lewis, Esq., Carey street, 
between 4th and 5th streets, Rich- 
mond, Va. 

GLADDEN, Rey. Dr. WASHINGTON, 
Columbus, O. 

Govparp, Captain Henry P., 1 St. 
Paul street, Baltimore, Md. 

GovuLp, Professor E. R. L., High 
School, Washington, D. C. 

Gowey, Joun F., Esq., Olympia, 
Washington Ter. 

FREEN, W. C., Esq., Thorndyke, 
Mass. 

GrirFey, S. B., Editor of the Spring- 
field Re blican, > Mass. 

GROTON, W. M., .. Westerly, R. 1. 

GuNsAUL Us, ag ‘, W., Pastor of 

Brown Memorial ‘Church, Balti- 

more, Md. 

| Harmon, IsRAEL, Esq., Springfield, 

Mass. 


*HARPER, JosEPH W., Jr., Esq., 562 

| Fifth avenue, New York City. 

| Harris, Azariau B., Esq., Spring- 

field, Mass. 

Hart, J. S., Esq., Springfield, Mass. 

| Hearn, D.C. , Esq., 3 Tremont Place, 
Boston, Mass. 

HEnpDRICK, J. H. , Esq., Springfield, 

| Mass. 

| se Davip, Esq., Easthampton, 


Spring- 








Hoox KLEY, Tuomas, Esq., 603 Wal- 
nut street, Philadelphia, Pa. 

Howcoms, W. P., Esq., Johns Hop- 
kins University, Baltimore, Md. 


Ety, Professor Ricuarp T., Johns | Horton, Hon.8. Dana, Pomeroy, O. 


Hopkins University, Baltimore, 
Md. 


| Hoven, Evcene K., Esq., Winston, 
8. C. 





American Eeonomie Association. 


Hoyt, Hon. Henry M., 423 Walnut 
street, Philadelphia, Pa. 
' Hype, ‘Wintiam De Wirt, Esq., 
Bowdoin College, Brunswick, Me. 
IRELAND, GEoRGE H. Sprin 
field, Mass. ee 
JAMES, Professor E. J., University | 
of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, Pa. | 
JAMES, Professor WiLLIAM, Garden 
street, Cambridge, Mass. 
Jenks, J. W., Ph. D., Port Huron, 
Mich. 
Jounston, Professor ALEXANDER, | 
College of New Jersey, Princeton, 
N. J. 
KELLoae, P. P. 
Mass. 
KyiGut, Professor GEorGE W., Ohio 
State University, Columbus, O. 
Lanepon, Rev. WittiAM CHAUN- 
cey, D. D., Bedford, Pa. 
Lewis, Jon, V. B., Esq., 237 Broad- | 
way, New York City. 
LippMAN, Miss JENNIE R., 44 Nich- | 
olson Place, St. Louis, Mo. 
Lowe, Mrs. C. R. West New 
Brighton, Staten Island, N. Y. 
Masie, Haminton W., Editor of 
the Christian Union, 20 samagette | 
Place, New York City. 
McCuttocn, Rev. Oscar C., 631 
~ Tennessee street, Indianapolis, | 


, Esq., Springfield, | 


Macownen, A. E., Esq., 48 Summit | 
street, Toledo, O. 
Macy, Professor JESSE, Iowa College, | 
Grinnell, Ta. | 
Martuews, Ropert, Esq., 96 Spring | 
street, Rochester, Nn. ¥. 
MERRIAM, GeorGE §., Esq., Spring- 
field, Mass. | 
Moncrier, Professor J. W., Frank- 
lin College, Franklin, Ind. | 
Morse, Professor A. D., Amherst | 
College, Amherst, Mass. | 
Mowry, Witu1aM A., Esq., 16 Haw- | 
ley street, Boston, Mass. | 
tMutrorp, Rev. Exisma, 41 Bow- | 
doin street, Cambridge, Mass, | 
NEEB, Cuartes W. , Esq., Stockton 
avenue, Allegheny, Pa. 


45 


Newcoms, Professor G. B., College 
of the City of New York, 256 
West 57th street, New York City. 

Newton, Rev. R. Heper, Garden 
City, Long Island, N. Y. 

| OrMsBEE, E. H., Esq., Springfield, 
Mass. 

Osporng, Rev. G. P., East Toledo, O. 

ParneE, Rospert TREAT, Esq., 6 Joy 
street, Boston, Mass. 

PARKER, Joun hn c< 1611 21st 
street, Washington, D.C 

| PATTEN, J.0O., . (Boston Post), 15 


Milk street, "Boston, Maks. 
Patren, Suwon N,, Ph. 
wich, Ill. 
Patrerson, J. Staut, Esq., Berlin 


D., Sand- 


Heights, Erie Co., Pa 


| Paut, Epwarp A., Principal High 


School, Washington, D. C 
| PETERS, "EDWARD T., Esq., 1295 F. 
street, N. W., Washington, D. C. 


| PHILIPPS, THOMAS, 720 South 5th 


street, Philadelphia, Pa. 
PiymTon, GEORGE A., Esq., 
Broadway, New York City. 

Porter, JOHN A., Esq., 1611 
street, W ashington, D.C. 

Powers, L. G., Esq., Springfield, 
Mass. 

| RANDALL, DANIEL R., Esq., Johns 
Hopkins University, Baltimore, 

Md. 

Rice, Isaac L., Columbia College 
Law School, New York City. 

Rice, W ILLIAM, Esq., Springfield, 
Mass. 

ee, Professor Jonn CLARK, 
De Pauw University, Greencastle, 
Ind. 

RirrennHovse, Henry M., Esq., 218 
North 22d street, Philadelphia, 
Pa. 

Rogers, Professor A. E., State Col- 
lege, Orono, Me. 

RussELL, Professor WILLIAM C., 163 
West 22d street, New York City. 

Rytance, Rev. J. H., 11 Livings- 
ton Place, New York C ity. 

SALTER, WiLLiAM M., Esq., 323 
Wells street, Chicago, Ill. 


743 


21st 





t Deceased. 





46 


Sams, Conway W., Esq., 619 N. 
Gilmor street, Baltimore, Md. 

Scuentne, L. C., Esq., Springtield, 
Mass. 

Scuuyter, Hon. EvGEener, Ithaca, 
N 


Sercer, Epwarp W., Esq., Spring 
field, Mass. 

SeLpen, E. G., Esq., Springfield, 
Mass, 
*SELIGMAN, Dr. Epwrn R. A., Col- 
umbia College, New York City. 
Suaw, Dr. ALBERT, Editor of the 
Minneapolis Tribune, Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

Suepparp, Rev. R. D., Clarendon 
House, Chicago, Il. 

Srons, W. C., Esq., Springfield, 
Mass. 

Stocum, Rev. Wii11AM F., First 
Congregational Church, Baltimore, 


a 


Smiru, Professor RicHmMonp M., | 


Columbia College, New York 


City. 


Smirn, W. L., Esq., Springfield, 


Mass, 

Smytu, Rev. Newman, D. D., 328 
Temple street, New Haven, 
Conn. 


Sournwortu, CHARLES H., Esq., | 


Springfield, Mass. 


Spaur, CuHarwes B., Esq., Colum- | 


bus, O. 


SPIEGELBERG, FREDERICK, Esq., 120 | 


W. 41st street, New York City. 


Spracugs, F. M., Esq., Springfield, | 
*| *Worrutneton, T. K., Esq., 1316 


Mass. 


SrarBRECK, Rev. CHARLEs C., An- | 
| Wrient, Hon. CArroxii D., Com- 


dover, Mass. 


Sressins, F. H., Esq., Springfield, | 


Mass. 
Sree.e, G. M., Principal of Wes 
leyan Academy, Wilbraham, Mass. 





List of Members. 


*STERNE, Stmon, Esq., 29 William 
street, New York City. 

Strong, ArtHuR L., Esq., North- 
ampton, Mass. 

Strong, A. P., Superintendent of 
Schools, Springfield, Mass. 

Srong, W. B., Esq., Springfield, Mass. 

Srravs, Oscar S., 44 Warren street, 
New York City. 

Waker, Rev. C.S., Ph. D., South 
Amherst, Mass. 

*WaLKER, General Francis A., 
LL. D., President of the Massa- 
chusetts Institute of Technology, 
Boston, Mass. 

Warren, Epwarp D., Esq., Spring- 
field, Mass. 

Wesster, Dr. E., Springfield, Mass. 

WEEDEN, WILLIAM B., Esq., Provi- 
dence, R. I. 

*WereEKks, JosEPH D., Esq., Pitts- 
burgh, Pa. 

WELD, Rev. Cuartes R., D. D., First 
Independent Christ’s Church, Bal- 
timore, Md. 

WuitEHEAD, H. C., Esq., (Southern 
Kansas Railroad) Lawrence, Kan. 

Witcox, Miss Mary A., Wellesley 
College, Wellesley, Mass. 

Wittiams, J. A., Esq., Danielson- 
ville, Conn. 

WitiraMs, LerGuTon, Esq., 214 
Broadway, New York. City. 

Witson, Professor Wooprow, Bryn 
Mawr College, Bryn Mawr, Pa. 

Woop, Srvart, Esq., 400 Chestnut 
street, Philadelphia, Pa. 


Walnut street, Philadelphia, Pa. 


missioner of Labor, United States 
Bureau, Washington, D. C. 

Yacer, Professor ARTHUR, George- 
town, Ky. 








THE RELATION 


MODERN MUNICIPALITY 


GAS SUPPLY. 





